During last two decades the European Union as "normative power Europe" has been associated with the export of certain universal norms, rules and practices to the other countries. Rule of law, democracy, strong commitment to human rights and fundamental freedoms, and social justice -these principles form the core of the identity of the European Union. Relying on shared political, economic and cultural ties among member states, the EU has sought to promote these norms also in the neighbouring countries, including Russia. 
INTRODUCTION
Integration has played a key role in the prevention of armed conflicts between European countries since the end of the Second World War. In this light, the international community has placed high expectations upon the European Union (EU) also in the current Ukrainian-Russian conflict. It has materialized in the hope that violation of international law will be stopped and the territorial integrity of Ukraine will be restored. These expectations are based on the distinct nature of the role of the EU in international politics. Over the past two decades the European Union has been associated with the export of certain universal norms, rules and practices to other countries. In academic circles the concept is called "normative power Europe" Studies analysing the special role of the EU in the international arena describe the main principles and norms represented by the EU as follows: democracy, rule of law, strong commitment to human rights and fundamental freedoms, and social justice.
These principles form the core of the identity of the European Union.
Relying on shared political, economic and cultural ties among member states, the European Union has sought to promote these norms also in neighbouring countries, including Russia. However, if the war with Georgia in 2008 came as a shock and posed serious questions about the reliability of Russia as a country dedicated to democratic goals, then the outbreak of the violent conflict between Russia and Ukraine at the end of 2013 clearly demonstrates that the EU has failed in its pursuit in Russia despite extensive mutual relations and comprehensive financial support the EU had provided. If normative power Europe concerns foremost the inner dimension of statal structure, it has clear implications on the role of a country as far as its conduct in the international arena is concerned. Along these lines, the developments over the last decade such as Russia's aggressive behaviour toward its neighbours and the imposition of its own interpretation of historical events concerning the Second World War suggest that Russia is developing its own model of "normative power". Therefore, considering especially the current security situation, questions over the balance of power in international politics and about the role of the EU as a normative power require enhanced attention.
If the EU has been generally failing in bringing Russia over to embracing and upholding the European values, despite the obvious enormity of such a task the question is about the seriousness of the EU as a normative power. Against this backdrop, the aim of the article is to analyse how consistent the EU has been in defending and promoting European values and norms in the international arena ISSN 2029-0454 VOLUME 11, NUMBER 1 2018 4 during the Ukrainian conflict. The analysis is based on the assumption that the image of the EU as a normative power is an essential part of deterrence and it would, therefore, help to apply pressure on Russia to withdraw from the Ukrainian conflict as well as to avoid potential conflicts with Russian participation in the future. This could be so if the European Union could convincingly maintain its strong image as an uncompromising defender of peace, democratic values and human rights and exert its influence on Russia to commit itself to European values. Based on this logic, it is important for the EU to systemically comply with its norms and values, since opposite behaviour would harm the identity of the EU in the international arena which, in turn, directly affects the balance of power between Russia and the EU. Of course, prescribing such a role to the EU involves a palpable paradox that requires immediate attention. A reflection of the EU's normative power in international relations, depending precisely on the normative aspect of that power, presumes not an active role characteristic of a traditional great power but rather a soft, even if strongly felt, influence that a country exerts over its neighbours and beyond. In confronted with an aggressive behaviour in its immediate neighbourhood that is meant to divert a transition country from its democratic path, the questions arises if the soft arm of the EU should be accompanied with a hard one fencing off that danger. However, would it not thereby contradict the very essence of its normative power? The paper proceeds by presuming a need for some such clearly articulated will and readily available instruments to effectively protect its values. This does not mean that the paradox is pushed aside. Indeed, the paper attempts to illustrate the contradictoriness of the situation when an essentially normative power is placed in a traditional realist international relations environment. Italy; etc.). It would be in the best interests of these countries if the European Union could function as a guarantee for regional security and stability. The question is why it has failed in such an attempt with regard to Russia. And also, could a stronger position be logically and practically expected from the EU as a normative power?
by definition "a power that is able to shape conceptions of the "normal" 3 and it "works through ideas, opinions and conscience" 4 . Gerrits 5 stresses that changing "the other"
is essential aim of normative power. This is also emphasized by Manners and Diez, stating 6 that normative power conception focuses "on the power of norms to influence actors' identity and behaviour".
The topic has received particular attention since the late 1990s, after the Maastricht and Amsterdam Treaties were signed. It was declared in the Treaty on the European Union that the Union reinforces the European identity and its independence in order to promote peace, security and progress in Europe and in the world 7 , which clearly refers to the normative role of the EU in the international arena. At the same time, in the late 1990s the EU started "to move beyond a civilian power and to develop a defence dimension to the international identity of the Union", to quote Whitmann. 8 This development points to the paradox revealed above when a normative power is placed within a traditional international relations environment.
Nevertheless, inasmuch as this defence dimension is also necessary, the question is how exactly should one understand its role without positively harming normative power? Another problem embedded in this situation consists of the ambivalence in the relations that a normative power like the EU has with its neighbours. There appear no problems as long as its high values are appreciated, adhered to and followed voluntarily by the neighbours. The situation changes when the normative power is coupled with an active role in promoting those values, using sticks and carrots to 3 Ian Manners, supra note 1. 4 is, but an EUtopia." Thus, at least theoretically, the possibility should be maintained that the European Union does not have any normative power at all. In the current context, this means that the EU is not able to influence the Ukrainian conflict, or that it has only selective normative power meaning that it could cause changes in Ukraine, but not in Russia. 19 Last but not least, some studies have argued that in practice the EUʼs behaviour has diverted from its norms and values and in conflict situations the European Union seems to be more focused on maintaining the status quo rather than initiating a 16 Lykke Friis and Anna Murphy, "The European Union and Central and Eastern Europe: Governance and Boundaries," Journal of Common Market Studies Vol. 37, No 2 (1999). 17 
IS THE EU ACTING AS A NORMATIVE POWER?: AN ASSESSMENT OF THE PUBLIC MESSAGES OF THE EU INSTITUTIONS DURING THE UKRAINIAN-RUSSIAN CONFLICT
The rule of law, inclusive governance, international law and human rights, it could be assumed that the topics related to the violation of sovereignty and territorial integrity of Ukraine are today unremittingly on the EU's agenda and that this is reflected also in the public statements and messages of the institutions and leaders of the EU. 
CONCLUSIONS OF THE EUROPEAN COUNCIL DURING THE UKRAINIAN-RUSSIAN CONFLICT

STATEMENTS OF THE EUROPEAN COMMISSION DURING THE UKRAINIAN-RUSSIAN CONFLICT
The As clearly indicated, Ukraine is seen as part of a European integration process, the reform process in Ukraine is seen as valuable for the EU and the European Union is also ready to take responsibility for the future of Ukraine.
As a second example of a high-level commitment and solidarity, José Manuel Barroso, the President of the European Commission, declares in his "Statement on the current situation in Ukraine. The New Narrative for Europe conference" in This diplomatic approach is politically understandable; however, when reading together both statements stemming from the same period of time, the discrepancy in the European values is obvious. The talk about "unwavering support" to Ukraine's territorial integrity and sovereignty is thoroughly discredited while the EU simultaneously requests for cooperation in other issues with a state that has annexed Crimea.
Thirdly, at the later stages of the Ukrainian-Russian conflict an increasing tendency to link the progress achieved by Ukraine to European norms and values could be observed in the declarative communication of the European Commission.
Several extracts from the statements and speeches of the members of the European Commission could be highlighted to illustrate this:
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Ultimately, the Ukrainian dream, the dream of the Maidan is European: to live in a modern country, in a stable economy, in a sound and fair political system. The
European Union has made an unprecedented effort to support democratic transition of the country. We have already done a lot, lending €3.41 billion in three
Macro-Financial Assistance programmes. The EU has played a central role in preserving the stability and integrity of Ukraine.
This can be interpreted as another intimation of the EU's attempt to distance itself from the direct solution of the Ukrainian-Russian conflict, although the territorial integrity of Ukraine is not restored and the conditions of the Minsk agreements are not fulfilled. Instead of it, the European Commission stresses that the EU has already contributed a lot to resolving the conflict.
COMMUNICATION OF THE HIGH REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNION FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND SECURITY POLICY DURING THE UKRAINIAN-RUSSIAN CONFLICT
This subsection addresses the content and the conclusions of the statements of However, differently from Barroso, the tone of the statements of Catherine Ashton was targeted rather at partnership and cooperation, stressing the arguments of mutual benefits: "We discussed the Eastern Partnership and I stressed that Russia too will benefit from more stability and prosperity from what this Partnership can bring to our Eastern Partners, including Ukraine, and therefore also to Russia". The tone of her statements nevertheless became tougher after the annexation of Crimea VOLUME 
